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MEMORANDUM POHl C o 

SUBJiCl’i Proposed unlfloatlon of CAV 3 and 

ZPUHVR. 


R'laF’KRFSNCEt 


M^mo dtd 2 Jen 52, subjeoti Muni 6172* 


!• Referenoe me^aorenduBa elearly Indleatea that 
from the operational point of vle«, the unification of 
CAV 3 and ?;FUHVR Is not only feasible but desirable* 

On the basis of the agreement reaohed In London, botii 
we and the British are thinking In tema of sending 
Into the Ukraine mixed teams made up of CAV 3 and ZPUHVR* 
Obviously* operational exploitation of this type will be 
more difficult. If not Impossible, unless a political 
understanding is reaohed whereby both the CAV 3 and the 
ZPUHVR leaders would feel that they stand to benefit from 
such a collaboration* 

2* On the basis of previous Indloetlons, It would 
appear that the British would welcome unification of the 
two most active Ukrainian groups in order to establish 
a coordiiMited approach to the Ukrainian resistance. I am 
sure they must realise, as we have, that the oonduet of 
separate operations and support of separate elements would 
only serve to create confusion and diffuse our final effort 
In achieving our objectives vls<»s-vis the Ukrainian resistance* 
iTherefore, In order to obtain maximum results, oeDtrallsatlon 
of both the political and operational eotivlties Is necessary* 

3* The principal objection to such centralisation 
would appear to come from the supporters of the QKACTIVB 
project* fhelr reasoning runs along the lines that any 
further aaslstanoe given to the Ukrainians, particularly 
the CAV 3 element would only serve to remove any possibility 
of the principal Ukrainian groups from Joining C^ACTIVE* 

This, however, is only partially true. For the pest year, 
we have been trying to get the major Ukrelnlsn elements 
(ZPUHT^) into CEACTIVl, Our efforts so far have been un- 
suocessihl and it is doubtful whether ZPUHVR will Join 
KACTIVEi as it is presently organised* On the other hand. 

If the unification of the two most active Ukrainian groups 
la achieved, we can easume that through our support and 
direction we will b© able to direct their activities In euoh 
a way that they will either cooperst© with the KACTIVi: or 
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St least deoressd the Intensity Of their stteeks against 
lt« is w@ know» the moss t vehement stteeks have so far 
ocmie frc»n th® CAV 3 elements «?ho consider SONR a Russlen- 
domlnated organisation run for the purpose of advancing 
Great Fiusslan ohsuvlnlsm* Although this is not true* 
this criticism will continue unless we take positive 
meeaures to counteract it. fho heat way to achieve this 
wo\ild be to bring th© extreme elementa (as represented 
by CAV 3) Into a more moderst® atmosphere* and exercise 
both operational and political control over the unified 
organisation* 

4* Unless such a unification la brought about* 
there la always the danger that the British* on their 
own, may undertake th© establishment of a larger Ukrainian 
bloo* it Is their present polloy to sponsor such blooa 
made up of the Russian eUinio minority groups* The Cauoaslan 
Federation Is a very good example of what the British are 
trying to aocon^llsh* Therefore, it would appear that we 
stand to gain a great deal both politically and operationally 
from bringing about th© tmifloation of th© CAV 3 end Qie 
7.PUHVR elements* 
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